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PART 2:
FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised paper (if any) Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments

The authors of the manuscript have responded adequately to the comments of the
previous reviewers of the manuscript. The manuscript in the current final version is
well written: the experiments were well planned (with adequate controls) and
executed. The current work opens the possibility of additional interesting
investigations in the field of E-cadherin regulation in relation to epithelial cancer cell
proliferation, etc.

I would recommend that the manuscript be accepted for publication.

A few minor corrections:
INTRODUCTION, line 30: “juxtamembrane region of the receptor; a process referred to
…….” should be written “juxtamembrane region of the receptor - a process referred to
…….”

INTRODUCTION, line 33: “RIP generating, in addition to ……” should read “RIP
generation, in addition to ……”

RESULTS, lines 188 and 192: Is (F1068) and V1086 the same or different? If the same,
then both should be written with the same notation for clarity – but if different, then
ignore my observation.

This text change has been made.

This change has not been made as the suggested alteration is incorrect - the sentence would
not make sense with this change. The English is correct in the sentence as it stands.

They are different - nothing needs changing here.


